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Sir: 

Noting the Office Action of January 8, 2008 wherein restriction has been required, the 
response to which having been extended for four months to Monday, June 9, 2008, Applicant 
hereby elects the following species for prosecution in the above-identified application: 

In response to the First Election Requirement of Two, Applicant elects the species 
wherein the core is an emulsion (claims 1 to 7 and 13 to 18). 

In response to the Second Election Requirement of Two, Applicant elects the species in 
which the non-expanded material comprises a plasticizer which is a glycol (claims 1 to 18). 

"When making a lack of unity of invention requirement, the examiner must (1) list the 
different groups of claims and (2) explain why each group lacks unity with each other group (i.e., 
why there is no single general inventive concept) specifically describing the unique special 
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technical feature in each group." MPEP 1893.03(d). The Office Action has not explained "why 
there is no single general inventive concept," between the identified species, inasmuch as all of 
the Examiner-asserted species depend from independent, generic claim 1 . Accordingly, all of the 
species include the single general inventive concept of claim 1 . As the Office Action has not 
demonstrated that generic claim 1 and dependent claims 2 to 1 8 do not contain the single general 
inventive concept, therefore, the Office Action has established no basis for alleging a lack of 
unity of invention. The Election of Species requirement is therefore improper and should be 
withdrawn, and Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 to 1 8 should be examined. 

Applicant further submits that claims 1 to 4, 14, 15 and 18 are generic to all the claimed 
species. It is understood that, upon allowance of a generic claim, any claims to additional 
species will be considered if the claims either depend from the generic claim or contain all of the 
limitations of the allowed generic claim. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 502203 and please credit any excess fees to 
such deposit account. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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